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11. Materials and Methods:

d.

(Definitive Test)

Test

Animals:

(excerpted from submission)

Dose:

A1l mallards we
and appeared to

initiation of the study.

were obtained f
Box 1,
I11inois 61041.
on January 13,
Wildlife Intern
15, 1986. All

from wild birds
five test group
Each treatment
ten ducklings.

immature to differentiate by sex,.
birds were acclj

facilities from

113 Washi

ne 10 days of age

be in good health at

The birds

rom Whistling Wings
ngton Street, Hanover,
The birds were hatched

1986 and received at
ational Ltd. on January

birds were pen-reared
and phenotypical

1y indistinguishable
Birds were assigned to
s and five control groups.
or control group contained
The ducklings were too
ATl
mated to the caging and
the day of receipt until

initiation of the study.

Animal Diet

Throughout accl
test birds were
formulated to W
specifications
from a 400 foot

International Ltd.

imation and testing all

fed a game bird ration
j1dlife International Ltd.'s
(see Addendum I). Water
well on the Wildlife

site and feed were

provided ad libitum during acclimation

and during the ftest.

no form of anti
the acclimation

Diet Preparation

The birds received
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or the study.

The test diets
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corn oil. The
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birds at initiat
dietary concentn
for purity of th
fore all dietary
LCgg value are r
lion of the test
Nominal dietary
in this study we
and 5620 ppm.

c. Design:
Groups of ten ma
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given untreated feed

Study

The primary phas
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e 8 daySo
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ronmental Conditions
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ED_005172C_00001459-00003



by Beacon Steel
B735). Birds we
random draw. Ea
that measured ap
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wire and sheetin
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Observations
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observed daily.
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used. Following
tinuing until te
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Animal Body Weig

Products Co. (Model No.
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andry practices were
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12.

13.

14.

as an estimate due to the unavoidable

wastage by the b

d. Statistics:

The mortality pa
was not conduciv
LCgg value.
of the LCgp valu
inspection of th

Reported Results:

There were no mortal
group.
and behavior through

There were no mortal
of toxicity at any o
tested. All birds a
normal
the study.

Therefore,

A11 birds were normal

in appearance

irds.

ttern in this study

e to calculating the
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e was made by a visual
e mortality data.

ities in the control
in appearance
out the test period.

ities or overt signs

f the concentrations

t all concentrations were
and behavior throughout

When compared with controls, no

effects upon body weight or feed consumption

were noted.

Study Authors'

Conclusions/QA Measures:

Mallard dietary LCsxg
concentration tested. No
> 2248 ppm.

This study was condu
Laboratory Practices as p
tal Protection Agency, Of
48 (230) Nov. 29, 1983, p

Reviewer's Discussion and
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observed effect concentration
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ublished by the U.S. Environmen-
fice of Pesticide Programs (FR
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Interpretation of the Study:

Test Procedures: The
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purity. The only ing
used are dicamba salt

a.

Statistical Analysis:
inspection., Statisti

Discussion/Results:
> 2248 ppm, the digly

procedures followed were in
cols recommended by the Guide-
ulated product containing only
as test material. Therefore,
to account for test substance
redients in the formulation
and water.

The LCgg was determined by
cal analysis was not required.

With an avian dietary LCgg
colamine salt of dicamba may
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be slightly toxic to mallard ducks on a subacute
dietary basis.

d. Adequacy of Study:

1. Classification: [(Core.

2. Rationale: The study was scientifically sound.
The LCgg was adjusted because the formulation
tested was 40% dicamba.

3. Reparability: N/A.

15. Completion of One-Liner for Study:

One~liner form completed August 20, 1986.
16. CBI Appendix: N/A.
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g ] TABLE 1

CUMULATIVE TORTALITIES OF CONTROL MALLARDS
| Number Dead/Number Exposed
Concentration | Uay of Study
ppm 0 1 I 2 3 4 S5 b / 8
0 0/10 0/10 \ 0/10 ©/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10
0 0/10 0/10 [ 0/10 o0/10 o0/10 0/10 o0/10 0/10 0/10
0 0/10  0/10 \ 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10
0 0/10 0/10 | 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10
0 0/10 0/10 \ /10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10

1

ﬁ »
| TABLE 2
CUMULATILE MORTALITIES OF MALLARDS
EXPOSED TO CN-11-4962 4 LB/GbL DIGLYCOLAMINE SALT OF DICAMBA FOR FIVE DAYS
‘ } Number Dead/Number Exposed
Concentration E Day of Study
ppm 0 1 A 3 4 5 b 7 8"
562 0/10 0/10 w0/10 o/10  0s/10 0s/10 0/10 0/10 0/10
1000 0/10 ©0/10 0/1C 0/10 0/10‘ 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10
1780 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 ©0/10 0/10 0/10
3160 - 0/10 0/10 10/10 ¢/10  0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10 0/10
5620 0/10 0/10 i0/10 0/10 0710 0/10 0/10 ©0/10 0/10
! The LC50 value was determined to be greater than 5620 ppm, the highest con-
4;?*%g‘ centration tested. \

|

This is proprietary informatior of SancLoz Crop Protection Corporatior. The use of this infarmation by others,
without the permission of Sandoz or|without just compensation paid to Sandoz, to obtain governmert ap-
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